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authorized. Further, ~oth believed that ~uildinq the tower after
having been informed of the invalidity of the process expo8ed
Alnericom to substantial losses. After oonsultation with local
counsel, Arn~ricom determined that if it were to oontinue with the
oonstruotion it would face opposition from th~ homeowners and would
not have the right to build a 400 foot tower. Lawyers
investigating on behalf of the homeowners have also stated that
there was a &1milar defect in the approval of the 200 foot tower
that Americom 50U9ht as a te~porary tower (See Exhibit A) .

Further, the homeowners are so opposed to any construotion at
the site that t.hey would make all efforts to stop construction.
If Amcricom were to try to buila a tower under ~oo feet in heiqht
it woul~ raoe substant.ial rasistance froIt the local homeowneril who
appear to be well organized. While the lease may not make any
mention of tower height, all building requires local permits. Thus
the local opposition has effect. Americom has invested
approximately $30,000 in this site, but hae r~luctantly oome to the
conelusion that it cannot and will not ever be able to build a
radio tOWQr as near to the homes as that 5ite is located. This
!it. is the only one on which the looal ~oning aven contemplates
radio towers. Americon! has been advised that no other &it., are
even likely to be considered.

AmQrioo~ hi!l& investigated other sites in the Truckee area.
Reporting on those is reporting on the "industrial" site W on the
synchronous transmitter, and th£ sy~ohronous transmitter was bQing
proposed in an "ind.ustriel" area near Truckee whioh presents
similar problema. Truekeb sees itself as ~ rural western town and
wishes to preserve its: q\1aintnes5 and "pleasing" environment. The
"industr ie-lit area is primari 1y a saw n,ill. Atnericort\ was unable to
get permission to locate a tower on the ~ite, nor was there, upon
investig-ation, any alternative site that could be used tor a
synohronous transmitter. Finally, Americom's engineer, after
talking to various people in and out of the FCC, felt that the
synChronous transmitter would not worK in the Truckee area. Among
other problems, all applications seeking synchronous transmitters
have oeen re~ired to propOS6 minimum efficiency emtenn~s, ~nd

Americom can not get permission to erect a tower tall enough to
~eet the Commission's antenna efficiency standards. It Amerioom
could q~t a minimu~ height tower approved, it would put the main
transmitter at the site.

aecause KHTX AM is Class IV s~ation broadcasting at a maximum
of 1,000 watts, its antenna tower must necessarily be very olose
to the oommunity it serves. Sites outside of Truckee proper are
impossible to aevelop both due to the prohibitive expense of
getting power to the 5ite and to the zoning prohibitions that
prevent construction of both the :power lines and the towers.
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Constructinq within Truckee appears to be next to impossible
becausQ of the opposition of the residents (see statement ot KHTX
Chief Enqineer, Exhibit B). All of this has b.en pr•••nted to the
commiooion, ~o~h in ~ho floadins~ aoekins vaivo~a fo~ ~ovo.~90 of
the eity of license and in the pleadings responsive to Mr.
constant's Petition to Deny the eity of lioense. The Commission's
response was to lu~qest another city of license.

Americom aqre.a with the CO~lis.ionls sU9gestion that it must
.r.tslu~CIL.ts L.u ClHUL.htsL ~u.w.muul i..,y • :I.I1 tU:ICl. ~h.lul;j tt.J~ t.J\..hu. PQIiIiJ.bllli
10~Qtiono £or .clo¥Qtion th¢ moot o~vio~. ~pp.Qr. to be the LQke
T~hoe tlaein. However, thi!:l areo pol!tee the Barne Fl;o1;·lelne c.. Tl."""Ul;;:)l;;ee
with the additional problem of environmental delioateness. The
Lake Tahoe Basin has reoently be~n through ~ period of construction
moratorium and althoUt;h that has recent.ly AndAd, oonl!lt.nlct:io'M
~~~~l~~ =~. v••y ~lttl~ult tg Qbtcin. The Tahoe ftesional Planning
Ai.lthvl~ity 16 VEU.'j tl"t..tiut J.t:lJcal.llI1I;1 IlII~W l,,;ontot...cu.ctlon amI all new
~J.u~u~Ql~ 4~~ ~u.~J~l,,;L to 1_g161ative scrutiny in ~oth Nevada anc
California. Zoning requirements are stiffer in the Lake Tahoe
Region than they are n6ar Truckee. A& an Qxample of the strict
cnvi~on~on.~l pro~eo~ion rneo=ure~ in ~h. cree, CIt ~e~t~in tim.~ vr
~h. year ene mUQt ob~~in ~ permi~ ~o meVe anew (a•• Exhibit al.
Wi~h .nv~~nMmRM~~l ~O'M~~rn~ And ro~u~A~io~ ~nnin9 eo hi~h it would
be impossible to obtain pe.rmission to ~uild. Further, every real
conut\uni ty of any reasonable ei ze. irl th. Lak6 Tahoe 8asin has a
radio statior..

rmtlCl 'l n~ of 'the Tl:"'1.1cok.& A.~o.. ..nd Ta.ho& Ii&.& in a.roa i;he olococt:.
cOlWIlun1 t.y whicn 1& large enougn 'to support KHTX AM 18 Reno.
A:m.erico:n felt Reno was well served and souqht to relocate to
Sparks. The s~arks area aiffers fro~ Truck•• and the TAhoa ~A~iM
in ~h~t i~ i5 q~owinq And 86eke indu~~~1~1 ~eY~lu~m~nt.

AmeJ;il;;:l;IlIl l.-.~,.:.H:lnl"'tst:l t..htlt Spc.r:k:f> is prltli.ntly serveo. l:Jy 'two
other stations. However, given the alternatives of areas Which ~o
not want an unsightly tower or co~,unities which are far too small
~o gUpPO~~ • r~dio ct~tior., ~he cp~.k~ Ar*Q i~ th~ Qnly V14~l=

alte.rnative.

Your latter asked in general why alternativ. eities were not
yat selected. The area is generally not well populated. Amerieom
ha~ ~Q8n tryinq for five or six YQare to do something with the
station. It eou9ht c frequency chang'e, only to run into a
competing challenge. It has sou9ht waivers of the signal coverage
rul. only to be denied by the FCC. It has &ouqht zoninq variances,
only to have the process mishandled by the county, th.reby creating
virulent local opposition. It has, at the reels invitation, sought
a chana~ in t.he cd't.¥ of 1 ~ t"!"ITlj:l.j:>, ....nly t~ r.unitCil .. bacclcClCl
Petition to Deny.
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To respond to the question reqar41ng "alternative"
com:muniti.s: None of the eo-called "communities" along Interstate
Hiqhway SO are anything more than a qrouping of condominiums, ski
areas and a general &tore. Sparks has a popUlation of 40,780 in
the last census. It has grown since then (Verai, along Hiqhway eo,
by contrast, has a popUlation of 1,256). It is noteworthy that thQ
opposition of Fred constant, even when chall,nged. to tine! e.
sU1tablLI1te for service to Truokee« never found A site. Amerieoln
has diligently pursued .erv1nq the pU~lic interest in the truckee
ar.a but ha. coma to the conolusion that an AM station and its
tower can not be built in Truckee. Amerioom has researched the
alternatives and expended oonsiderable effort in coming to the
conclusion that relocation to Sparks will best serve the public
interest.

Respectfully SUbmitted,

McQUAID, BEDFORD, CLAUSEN' METZLER

1tCu..,
PETER N. PELAVIN

PNP/fc
l:nolosure
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Don Riolo, Plbnn~n9 Director
Nevada Countt. Plann1nq Dep~rtment

104)3 Willow Vlllsy Road
Nevada eity, CA 95959

Rt: City N~w~ Service of Lo~ Angeles, Inc.
Ap~licatio~ f6r 200' Radio·Tower

Dear Mr. Riolo:

Your rile; U83-35
Elsa 3- 6:'

As stated at the 20ning admini5tratcr's hearing O~ September 6th,
1984, this c!!:"ce ha5 been contaeteo by the Panon"'d.a R.!\ncho!
Ho~eowners Assoc~ation concerning the ~bovc referanced ra~io

transmi!sion tower, Sinc~ that heariry, this office has al;o
been r~~ained by ~o~ & Cerel Orms ~s ~nd~vlQ~~l~ conoerning
K'!R'Tls .ttempt ~C) co:;gtn:.ct. ~t. I!.~,?rcx·~;-".:\te 200' r~di¢ t.ower.

Slnc~ :r.e se,)te;r.b~r 6th h!!.:'J.ng I th.l$ office has flJrtner 1nvesti
9b:e~ the or~ai~a: aQplica:ion for th~ 200' tower and has no~iee~

&~ ~east cne ~escrep~;cy in the prOOQ~Jra6 to b~ fol1ow~d bV the
cou:",ty ;i.n tr;is r:.at~er. Specc.,f1.eally, ,jon ~ Carol Ort"'le who have
own~d P~rce: 16-[~2-33-09 ~inc~ Aug~$t of 1981 did not re~eive

notice of th& r~zoning ~ppl~c8ticn o~ ~pp11oati0'1 for conditional
use permit. Th~ records thlS cffict hlS obtcineJ indicatea that
the Plannin9 Cepartrnent contactec Geo:'I)C: Garclll, who w~s the
ori9inel deV8lo?~r of Panonnia Rancho~.

B~c~u!e the Orm~! are within two parce:s of the SUbj5Ct parcel,
they should have received notice a~Q d~c not r~ceive that notioe.
There does, therefore, appear to be a defect i~ ~he ~otice qiven
with the oriqinal approval of the 200' tower. As you are probably
a.ware, r.C~lIt ease. l~w has conf irmed· tt'u! pro?erty owners absolute
1'~9ht to recli:ive, notice and ~ny defect in that l10tiec m~X.! the
subsQQuent heAr~ng i~valid.

'!'hi $ of fice is con t ir.uing its invest. ~ 'J=- ticn ooncerning thi a
entir~ matter. we simply cesire to !:-,'It you on notice At this
time of the apparent defect in the no~ice ~nd hea~ing prooaQures

gXHIBI't A
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so ~OU can begin your own investigation. Additionally,
we are copying the applicir.~1 Clty News Servic~ at Loe
Ange18£, Inc., &0 that they will likewise be aware of
the defective prooedure that wa5 followed so that they
will not syffer any damages by being re~uired to remove
any construction which may commence in the inta:im.

If you wish to cHst:ues t.his matter, p10.IEe ao not h~~itate

to contact this office. I woula liKe ~o thank you in
adv~nce for your oourtesy and coop~ration and prompt
attention to this situation.

Yours trulj',

SCHNE:D~R, COLLINSON b LANGE

.~. '\"~", <! ., 'J';f- I, ~ ..~__

ERENT P. COLLINSON
~

BPC/jrs
cc Don & Carol Orms

PAnonnin Ranchos Hom@owneri A5sn.
Pat Sutton, Sup~rv1sor Cl$trict 5
Ci~y N~w$ Service of ~.A. v l~c.

l<TR'!', ATTN l Torn Qu inn ../

EXH!BIT A


